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THE DARK UNDERGROUND OF 
THE UNITED STATES GOVERN- 
MENT — planned assassinations' — may 
be coming to the surface after these 
many years hidden in the depths. If it is 
allowed to surface, it will not be a pretty 
picture — shattering more popular illu- 
sions about "government of the people, 
by the people and for the people.” 

Among the myriad machinations of 
the Central Intelligence Agency — j- some 
direct, some free-lance — the symbol of 
the pistol wrapped in the American flag 
and handed to a Mafia hitman may be 
too much for even its staunchest de- 
fenders. 

So the congressional and executive in- 
vestigations are slowly beginning, 
again triggered in the early pattern of 
the so-called "third-rate Watergate bur- 
glaries” until a flashpoint is reached to 
somehow penetrate the public conscious- 
ness and conscience. 

In 1963, Sanford Smith, crime re- 
l ; porter for the Chicago Sun-Times and 

j later Life Magazine, published the first 
definitive account from Justice Depart- 
i ment sources of how the CIA had pre- 
;f viously enlisted — in Las Vegas — Chi- 
| cago rackets chief Sam Giancana and 
I trigger-man John Roselli. Their assign- 
ment turned out to be to assassinate Fidel 
jg Castro, an assignment they gleefully 
I' undertook since Castro had expropriated 
p theirs and other profitable mob-operated 
« gambling casinos in Havana. 

. Time Magazine in its March 17, 1975, 
| issue described this and similar CIA in- 
j volvement with death plots against the 
Dominican Republic’s Trujillo and Hai- 
ti’s Duvalier — one successful, one a 
miss. How many others directed against 
other foreign and U.S. chiefs of state, 
present and potential? 

One case-hardened Washington re- 
porter who has been covering the Jus- 
tice-FBI-CIA beat for many years com- 
mented: "What’s so strange about a high- 
level executive getting the best techni- 
cians around to carry out an assign- 
. ment. It’s just good business practice to 


contract for the best. A criminal mind 
will lead to a criminal act — no matter if 
it starts within a Brooks Brothers suit 
and an old-school tie in an executive 
suite.” 

Another Watergate Earthquake 
Developing? Probably not, even 
though all the early, similar elements 
are there. It could rekindle the outrage 
of the American people about what their 
Government is doing in their name — IF 
the facts are allowed to surface from the 
various investigations. But then again, 
so what? — when they see indicted and 
convicted felons from the last-exposed 
scandal making do with six-figure lec- 
ture fees and book contracts by simply 
describing how they put it all over them. 

One day’s news informs us that even 
Lt. Calley of Mai Lai atrocity fame is 
now a star lecturer at $2,000 per appear- 
ance. 

There’s a Washington deja vu which 
feels that at least five powerful factors 
are working against a meaningful un- 
covering of the modus operandi of the 
CIA and its accountability generally. 

•Lying and "Half-Truth-ism” by wit- 
nesses before the investigating groups. 
These have become endemic in Washing- 
ton. The perjury statutes — the base- 
stones of a legal society, with purposely 
harsh penalties for violation (5 years on 
each count) — have been purposely kept 
under wraps by the last three adminis- 
trations to protect themselves and their 
own. Thus, high government officials — 
Kissinger, Helms, Gray, et at — have 
been allowed to lie with impunity to 
elected Congressional representatives 
and, through them, to the American peo- 
ple. 

(A groundswell to correct this situa- 
tion is building within the new, reform- 
minded Congress and will be reported in 
the next issue of Washington Watch.) 

•Patriotic Resistance (and Mental 
Block) out in the country that instinc- 
tively rejects the proposition of "Uncle 
Sam as hit man,” marauding in suppos- 
edly friendly and neutral countries. It’s 


just too much of a switch from high 
school civics books. 

Congressmen, reacting to their con- 
stituents for the most part, are bound to 
dampen their investigatory ardor accord- 
ingly. 

• Ford Administration Cover-Up. 
There are many carryovers from the Nix- 
on Administration in this situation — 
entrenched interests, both personnel 
and institutional — to be protected "for 
the good of the Party” (and the nation). 
Moreover, the Ford Administration has 
learned first-hand from the Nixon Ad- 
ministration "how” and "how not” to try 
and cover up. 

Already, President Ford has told Sen- 
ator Church of the Senate Select Investi- 
gating Committee that he will not order 
the CIA, FBI and his other intelligence 
agencies to cooperate, that he will not 
even entertain a request for Colby’s own 
39-page report on the CIA’s domestic 
activities until the committee formally 
votes to obtain it — if then — and. that 
he hasn’t made up his mind whether 
Church should get the data Rockefel- 
ler’s Presidential Commission is suppos- 
edly gathering. The storm flag of "execu- 
tive privilege” has also quickly been run 
up the White House flagpole. 

•The Good-Old-Boy Network that has 
traditionally, and as a matter of heredi- 
ty, breeding and social standing, been 
encamped in the high echelons of admin- 
istrative government (when out of exile 
from foundations, faculties and Wall 
Street firms) finds it often necessary to 
protect each other to protect themselves. 

As reported by Columnist Pete Hamill, 
a recent Georgetown dinner party 
hosted by Tom Braden, who through his 
wife has a particularly sensitive rela- 
tionship to Nelson Rockefeller (Rocke- 
feller subsidized his West Coast news- 
paper), included this scenario: 

"Senator Stuart Symington actually 
rose to toast the 'splendid job’ Helms had 
done for the CIA. (Averell) Harriman 
seconded the toast. Kissinger joined it, 
and (Robert) McNamara made the most 




Q. Did the CIA try to overthrow 
the government of Chile? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you have any money passed 
to the opponents of Allende? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. So the stories you were in- 
volved in that are wrong entire- 
ly .. . 

A. Yes, sir. 

— Richard Helms, 
former CIA Director, 
testifying before the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee 
on his Nixon appointment 
as Ambassador to Iran. 

February, 1973 


impassioned speech of all, saying, accord- 
ing to conservative columnist Nick 
Thimmesch, that he 'wanted one and all 
to know that whatever Helms did, over 
the line or not, McNamara supported 
him fully.’ Some guests wept. The club 
was joining hands around one of its 
own.” 

•Rationale of National Security. This 
is probably the only valid reason of them 
all for not making a thorough public air- 
ing of the facts. There are some things in 
intelligence-gathering and military 
operations which must remain secret for 
true security reasons. But when the ra- 
tionale of national security is stretched 
to include illegal acts, anti-democratic 
exercises of power, or worse, it makes a 
mockery of the American democratic sys- 
tem in the eyes of its own people and 
around the world. 

Ford is Particularly Sensitive to this 
last factor because he’s been recently 
through it. Now he faces it again with 
the developing CIA investigations. 

As subsequent events have sharpened 
perception, it is generally recognized 
now that Nixon had a deal going with 
F ord in naming him vice president in re- 
turn for which Ford would block any ser- 
ious consequences from befalling Nixon. 
So far he has — with a presidential par- 
don: done precipitously and surrepti- 
tiously for the most part, and announced 
abruptly that September 8th — Sunday 
of last year. 

This Newsletter has been closely fol- 
lowing and carefully analyzing the 
strange sequence of events and develop- 
ments since then, reporting and high- 
lighting several such in previous issues: 


The fact that only three days before 
that Sunday pardon, Nixon’s chief of 
staff, General Haig, told President Ford 
of "the fateful new evidence against Mr. 
Nixon.” 

Ford subsequently remembering, 
"The subject of this conversation was 
that the new disclosure would be devas- 
tating, even catastrophic, insofar as 
President Nixon was concerned.” 

What was it? Ford has never said. He 
was specifically asked by Congresswom- 
an Holtzman, when he testified before 
the House impeachment committee (Ju- 
diciary) October 17, 1974, to explain his 
pardon, to make public among others 
the tape recordings between Nixon and 
himself (presently in his own presiden- 
tial custody). He has never done so, and 
is not now moving to do so, believing, per- 
haps, as he has said in the past: "I do not 
think the public would (could), stand for 
it.” 

"The CIA had nothing to do with 
the (Chile) coup.” • 

— Henry Kissinger, 
testifying before the 
Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee on his Nixon 
appointment as Secretary 
of State. 

September, 1973 

Now the consciousness-raising revela- 
tions of CIA-directed assassination plots 
against Castro, Duvalier, Trujillo and 
others add perception and dimension to 
the question: Was the CIA or were CIA- 
alumni behind the attempted assassin- 
ation of Governor George Wallace early 
in the 1972 presidential campaign, act- 
ing either under direct orders or with 
Mission Impossible-type orders. 

The Godfather-gang mentality of the 
Nixon White House at the time was such 
that even the slightest hint from the 
Chief was enough to send the plumbers 
off on wild errands of correction — 
equipped with cameras, wigs, voice alter- 
ation devices and other deadly spy toys 
from Helms’ CIA arsenal. Once, when 
the word came down that Nixon was an- 
noyed by a picket across the street from 
the White House, one of the gangs set 
out to do him in and had to be restrained. 

Nixon’s Boswells — criminal and 
straight — have subsequently reported 
in their books and lectures that the then 
President was more concerned with 
George Wallace than with George Mc- 
Govern. He vocally saw Wallace almost 
certainly winning the electoral votes of 
most Southern states. 


The White House had a clear motive for 
taking Wallace out. This concern, seep- 
ing through the sick atmosphere of the 
Nixon White House, would be enough to 
set off the wildest of schemes. 

Since then, the evidence — albeit cir- 
cumstantial — and the coincidences 
have piled up: Would-be Wallace assas- 
sin, Arthur Bremer, barely literate, yet 
writing (and leaving behind) — like the 
assassins of John and Robert Kennedy 

— a surprisingly well-written diary. 
Bremer stalking Wallace for a long time 
via expensive hotels, yet with no obvious 
resources himself. Wallace himself feels 
that the White House plumbers were 
somehow behind the 1972 attempt. Mrs. 
Wallace has published similar suspi- 
cions. 

Among the reason Ford presented to 
the country for his full and unequivocal 
pardon of Richard Nixon was the hope 
that it would stop further national divi- 
sion over the Watergate Administration 

— and, unspokenly, that it would stop 
further investigations into new areas by 
the Special Prosecutor. 

But instead, there are now two prongs 
of an investigation to continue to stave 
off: the new one into the CIA (which 
could lead back to the Nixon White 
House and Administration), and the on- 
going one by the Special Prosecutor’s of- 
fice — not as intense or visible as in the 
Jaworski days before The Pardon — but 
still vigorously seeking access to what’s 
in the "other” White House tapes. 

Despite his full pardon, obviously 
there is much in those tapes that Nixon 
wishes to keep forever secret. His law- 
yers are using every legal device possi- 

The new director of CIA, Wil- 
liam E. Colby, has told Congress 
the Nixon Administration had au- 
thorized more than $8-million for 
covert CIA activities between 
1970 and 1973 to make it impossi- 
ble for the Allende Government to 
govern. Mr. Colby, testifying in se- 
cret before the House Armed Serv- 
ices Subcommittee on Intelligence 
in April, 1974, maintained that all 
of the agency’s operations against 
the Allende regime, including an 
unsuccessful attempt to bribe 
members of the Chilean Congress, 
had been approved in advance by 
the 40 Committee. That is a secret 
intelligence review panel in Wash- 
ington headed by Mr. Kissinger. 

— New York Times account 
Sept. 8, 1974 





With no investigative staff of its own. it 
relied on the FBI and CIA to do its field 
work for it. At times, the reliance proved 
embarrassing, as when the FBI report 
came in stating that President Kennedy 
and Governor Connally had been 
wounded by separate shots. The FBI ver- 
sion of the President’s wounds ajso dif- 
fered sharply from the commission’s ver- 
sion. which later was condemned by the 
American Academy of Forensic Patholo- 
gists as being so incomplete and sloppy as 
to be no autopsy at all. The FBI’s place- 
ment of the President's wounds — one in 
the head, another some six inches below 
the neck— made the commission’s sce- 
nario of events untenable. Secret Service 
men who witnessed both the shooting and 
the autopsy also placed the back wound 
well below the neck, as did the autopsy 
doctors’ own diagram. The President’s 
jacket and shirt also showed a bullet hole 
just beneath the shoulder. Faced with 
such evidence, the commission chose the 
only practicable course: it ignored it. 

Instead, the commission’s junior 
lawyers came up with their own theory of 
the assassination, one contradicted by 
ballistics findings, autopsy results and the 
testimony of every witness to the actual 
event. In time, it came to be called “the 
magic bullet theory." 

Simply stated, the commission 
found that three bullets were fired that 
day in Dealey Plaza, all from the rear. 
The final, fatal shot hit the President in 
the back of the head. The second shot 
missed completely and struck the pave- 
ment. wounding a bystander. The first, 
the “magic” bullet, struck President Ken- 
nedy in the back just below the neck, 
passed through his neck into the back of 
Governor Connally. smashed through 
Connally’s rib and out his chest below his 
right nipple, and continued on to strike 
his wrist, finally winding up in Connally’s 
thigh. In short, one shot, seven holes. 

If there were only one assassin, fir- 
ing from the sixth floor of the School 
Book Depository, the commission’s the- 


ory made sense. Indeed, it was the only 
theory that could account for a lone as- 
sassin, since the alleged murder weapon, 
a 1940 vintage Italian-made Mannlicher- 
Carcano, was a clumsy, single shot, diffi- 
cult to operate weapon. Tests conducted 
by the commission determined that it was 
physically impossible to shoot and load 
the Carcano more than three times in the 
5.6 seconds between the first time the 
President was hit and the final, fatal shot. 

The trouble began when the com- 
mission attempted to duplicate Oswald’s 
alleged marksmanship. First, they found 
that the rifle was fitted with a left-handed 
scope; Oswald was right-handed. Then, 
too. shims had to be inserted to make the 
scope accurate. Ignoring the fact that Os- 
wald’s Marine records showed him to be a 


A petition backing a 
reinvestigation has 
collected more than 
250,000 signatures 
on the West Coast 
alone 


poor shot, the commission had three mas- 
ter marksmen from the National Rifle As- 
sociation recreate the events in Dallas by 
hitting a level, stationary target. None of 
them could. Of course. Oswald could 
have been lucky. As for the one and a half 
seconds that elapse between the time the 
Zapruder film shows the President to be 
hit and Governor Connally bunching up 
and slumping over, the commission sug- 
gested that Connally was merely expe- 
riencing a “delayed reaction” to having 
his chest torn open by a high-powered ri- 
fle bullet. 

Totally inexplicable is how the 
bullet that purportedly did all this dam- 
age (and was later conveniently discov- 
ered on the governor’s stretcher in a cor- 
ridor of Parkland Hospital) emerged so 


miraculously intact, virtually unde- 
formed. with only 2.5 grains missing from 
its normal weight. The commission itself 
had a similar bullet fired into the wrist 
bone of a cadaver and found that the 
bullet was mangled. 

The most damning evidence, 
though, comes from the most unlikely 
source: J. Edgar Hoover. In a letter to the 
commission not included in the original 
26 volumes of evidence and testimony. 
Hoover reveals that the magic bullet and 
bullet fragments were subsequently sub- 
jected to spectrographic analysis. That 
test. Hoover reports, was inconclusive. 
However, there was an additional test, a 
Neutron Activation Analysis, a highly so- 
phisticated technique that measures the 
differences in material that has been 
bombarded with radiation down to parts 
per billion and sometimes even less. In his 
letter to the commission. Hoover blandly 
reports that while “minor variations” 
were found between the fragments taken 
from President Kennedy’s body and those 
taken from Governor Connally’s body, 
those differences were not judged to be 
“sufficient." To the layman, that explana- 
tion sounds fine, and certainly the com- 
mission did not question it. But the beau- 
ty of NAA is that the size of differences 
between particles are meaningless. Virtu- 
ally any difference, however minute, is 
not only “sufficient” but irrefutable. Un- 
less atoms changed their structure that 
day in Dallas. John Kennedy and John 
Connally were wounded by separate 
bullets. 

Perhaps the subtleties of neutrons 
and atoms may have escaped the mem- 
bers of the commission. Incredibly, no 
mention of the NAA test or Hoover’s let- 
ter is to be found either in the report or 
the 26 volumes of evidence (so far the 
FBI has refused to release copies of the 
actual NAA findings). Far more graphic 
evidence, however, was right in front of 
them: a color film of the assassination 
itself. 

Abraham Zapruder. a Dallas dress 



NEW TIMES 19 




manufacturer, was standing with his 
secretary on a concrete pedestal imme- 
diately adjacent to the grassy knoll on 
November 22. 1963. A supporter of the 
President. Zapruder had brought his 
8mm movie camera to record the motor- 
cade. What he saw through the viewfind- 
er instead was the most horrifying mo- 
ment in modern American history. 

Though a few frames are unac- 
countably missing, and though the film 
has been spliced twice, the 22-second 
Zapruder film is startling enough. We see 
the lead motorcycles turning onto Elm 
Street, and behind them the President’s 
blue Lincoln. Kennedy is smiling, waving 
to the crowds. Then, for a few seconds, 
the car disappears behind a freeway sign. 
When it emerges. Kennedy has been hit. 
His hands are clenched, and he is bring- 
ing his arms up to his throat. Connally. 
apparently unhurt, turns back to his right 
trying to see what has happened. He turns 
around and is beginning to turn to h^s left 
when his cheeks suddenly puff, his hair 
goes askew, and he is driven downward in 
the car. In the rear seat Mrs. Kennedy has 
now begun to lean over her stricken hus- 
band, who has begun to fall forward and 
to the left. The car continues on. almost 
coasting down the hill. Seconds pass. One 
one thousand, two one thousand, three 
one thousand, four one thousand, five 
one thousand, six. . . . And then, for a 
fraction of an instant, the President’s 
head is thrown forward a few inches, a 
blur, lost in the sudden violent impact 
that tears away the right side of his head 
in a shower of blood and brains and 
throws him backward in the car at a 
speed of 1 04 miles per hour. 

Until recently, these pictures have 
been seen by a comparative handful of 
people. Life magazine, which bought Za- 
pruder’s film for $25,000. suppressed the 
fatal frames for reasons of “taste." To 
most researchers who have seen the Za- 
pruder film, the conclusion is obvious: 
the final shot comes from the right and to 
the front, and can only have been fired 
from the grassy knoll. Josiah Thompson, 
a Haverford College Professor who was 
hired by Life to work on its investigation 
of the assassination (and then left when 
the editors would not accept his evidence 
of a conspiracy), has studied the Zapru- 
der film more closely and longer than 
anyone. His conclusion, based on the 
film, is that there were at least four shots. 
The first, fired from the School Book De- 
pository. which struck the President in 
the back. The second, fired from the roof 
of the nearby County Records Building, 
which hit Connally. And a final, double 
impact: a third shot, which hits the Presi- 
dent in the back of the head, and a fourth. 


which hits him in the head and is fired 
from the front. 

Thompson’s theory is based on 
nothing more than a simple application of 
Newton’s third law of motion: every ac- 
tion has an equal and opposite reaction. 
When bodies are hit from the rear, they 
move forward. When hit from the front, 
they move backward. That is precisely 
what occurs in the Zapruder film. The 
commission ignored it. To accept it 
would have been to say there had been a 
conspiracy. 

Zapruder himself thought there 
had been one. He later testified that he 
had heard shots whistle past his right ear. 
His film, according to some investiga- 
tors. not only records the assassination but 
one of the killers. The “figure” is seen in 
frame 413. toward the end of the film, as 
the presidential limousine disappears 
behind some bushes before entering the 
tunnel. In those bushes is a dark shadow 
that.to some, appears to be the head and 
arms of a man. who appears to be point- 
ing a rifle. There are many doubts, even 
among conspiracy theorists, over whether 


Taken together , 
these happenings 
form a mosaic of a 
man in, around, 
aided and abetted 
by intelligence 
agencies through 
the last six years of 
his life 


the shadow is actually a man. Final proof 
or disproof awaits image enhancement 
tests, which are currently being con- 
ducted at Cornell University. 

A clearer image of a man, pointing 
what seems to be a gun. appears in a film 
taken by Orville Nix, who was standing 
across Elm Street from Zapruder at the 
time of the assassination. Extreme blow- 
ups of the 8mm frame, though very hazy, 
seem to show a man pointing what could 
be a long-barreled, sighted pistol from 
behind a cream-colored Rambler station 
wagon parked behind the grassy knoll. 
Later, the picture was shown to Lee Bow- 
ers, a railroad worker, who witnessed the 
assassination from a nearby switching 
tower and told the Warren Commission 
he had seen unusual “commotion" near 
the stockade fence just as the shots rang 
out. “That’s exactly what I saw.” Bowers 
said of the picture. A few months later. 


Bowers was killed when his car struck a 
bridge abutment. He had been driving in 
daylight, on an open road and at moder- 
ate speed, when his car suddenly swerved 
off the side of the road. (Bowers was one 
of 17 witnesses connected to the Ken- 
nedy, Oswald or J.D. Tippit murders to 
die under strange circumstances within 
three years of the assassination. Five died 
of what were officially listed as “natural” 
causes; the other 12 were victims of mur- 
der. accidents or suicide. The actuarial 
odds of such a string of deaths have been 
reckoned at 100 trillion to 1.) 

The Grassy Knoll and Other Curiosities 

If the commission was willing to 
credit Oswald with extraordinary gifts of 
marksmanship and mobility, it was not 
quite prepared to admit he had the power 
of bi-location as well. Thus, the possibil- 
ity of an assassin or assassins firing on the 
motorcade from the direction of the 
grassy knoll to the right of Elm Street was 
ruled out. 

To rule it out. the commission had 
to discount the testimony of more than 
50 witnesses, nearly a score more than 
those who reported shots coming from 
the School Book Depository. By and 
large, the grassy knoll witnesses were, 
like Lee Bowers, quite positive about 
what they saw or heard. More important- 
ly. many of their stories coincided in cru- 
cial details, and the details were quite 
specific. S. M. Holland, who observed the 
scene from the overpass, reported seeing 
a puff of smoke near the stockade fence 
immediately after the shots; Bowers not- 
ed the presence of several strange cars in 
the parking lot in back of the knoll. In 
one of the cars. Bowers said, a man 
seemed to be speaking into something 
that resembled a microphone. 

Films back up some of the stories. 
The Nix film, for instance.shows people 
running in the direction of the knoll im- 
mediately after the shots, while two peo- 
ple on the knoll itself throw themselves to 
the ground, to avoid being hit by more 
shots. The film also shows the two motor- 
cycle officers who had been riding behind 
the presidential limousine dismounting 
and one of them running up the knoll, 
gun drawn. 

Another policeman who ran to the 
knoll was Joe Smith, who had been direct- 
ing traffic at the corner of Houston and 
Elm when he was summoned by a woman 
who cried. “They are shooting the Presi- 
dent from the bushes.” What Smith dis- 
covered on the knoll is the most chilling 
story of all. As he related his story to the 
FBI: “I pulled my gun from my holster 
and I thought. ‘This is silly. I don’t know 
who I am looking for.’ and I put it back. 
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ble in their demand for ownership and 
control of the tapes and other material. 

Court orders have kept the files closed 
during this complicated litigation over 
their control and ownership. But recent- 
ly the U.S. Court of Appeals has indi- 
cated it will add the Court’s weight to 
the Special Prosecutor’s if it cannot soon 
get an agreement on access. Then, the 
long-delayed scrutiny can begin. 

The Special Prosecutor is anxious to 
get along with his work of closing out 
the investigation and filing reports, and 
now with the concurrent inquiries into 
the CIA, its work may be more impor- 
tant than ever. 

QUESTIONS TO BE ASKED, AN- 
SWERS TO BE GIVEN? — In its 28 
years in a 199-year-old Republic, the 
CIA has built up an inordinate number 
of important questions to be asked of it. 

What part did the CIA play in the over- 
throw and murder of South Viet\ Nam’s 
President Ngo Dinh Diem during a mili- 
tary uprising in 1963? 

What part did the CIA play in the 
1954 overthrow of the elected govern- 
ment of Guatemala after it doubled the 
wages of coffee workers and expro- 
priated 225,000 acres of United Fruit 
Company holdings? 

What part did the CIA play against 
the Huks in the Philippines in the 1950’s, 
and the subsequent backing of Dictator 
Marcos to end constitutional government 
in that former American Common- 
wealth? 

What part did the CIA play in the over- 
throw of Prince Sihanouk in Cambodia 
in 1970 preceding the bombing and inva- 
sion of that country and its continuing 
destruction to this day? 

Where was the CIA in the Belgian 
Congo in the early 1960’s when Patrice 
Lumumba was murdered? 

What role did the CIA have in the bur- 
glarizing of foreign embassies in Wash- 
ington, including the Chilean Embassy 
in 1972? 

What is the CIA’s affiliation with the 
U.S. missionary agencies abroad — • the 
Peace Corps, ACTION, AID, and other 
quasi-government business and religious 
groups with overseas activities? 

In a televised interview broadcast in 
Mexico City a few weeks ago, the former 
president of Costa Rica, Jose Figureries 
said he had worked for the CIA in 
"20,000 ways” since it was founded. He 
said he believed other South American 
presidents had also done so. 


When Mr. Kissinger took office 
in 1969, Cambodia was an excep- 
tionally tranquil country despite 
the Vietnamese Communists’ use 
of eastern border areas. In 1969 
American planes began bombing 
Cambodia, secretly. In 1970 a coup 
installed Lon Nol, provoking civil 
war. American troops invaded. 
Massive U.S. involvement in Cam- 
bodia began. Mr. Kissinger was a 
principal author of all that policy, 
pushing it against Congressional 
resistance. 

The "objective results” are not 
in doubt. From a demiparadise 
where the .poorest family lived 
well from its garden, Cambodia 
has become a charred wasteland of 
starving refugees. 

Columnist Anthony Lewis 
New York Times. 


AND THE BEAT GOES ON . . . 

Meanwhile, the man so well indentified 
with Venezuela and Latin America, 
whom Ford has designated as his chief 
domestic policy planner — Nelson Rock- 
efeller — is plugging along with his own 
CIA investigation of domestic surveil- 
lance activities — legal or no — conducted 
through a hand-picked panel and with no 
bombshells of revelation expected. The 
pervasive feeling in Washington is that 
if CIA activities are to be truly ventilated, 
it will have to be done by Congressional, 
not White House, investigation. 

However, it is just as well for Rockefel- 
ler that he is busy at this time with the 
Presidential Commission chairmanship 
and presiding over filibuster debates 
and otherwise in the Senate — rather 
than becoming overly identified with 
domestic planning for the entire country. 

His expert staff and public relations 
aides are keeping him "low profile” in 
this role — where normally they would 
not — in the light of two burgeoning fis- 
cal scandals with national overtones 
he helped create and then fortunately 
left behind as New York’s last Republi- 
can Governor. 

One involves a widespread nursing 
home scandal, in which the wheeler- 
dealer builder and operator was able to 
rip off and divert public funds intended 
for the aged to make himself a multi-mil- 
lionaire. The greedy operator was able 
to reach right into the Governor’s office 
for high-level influence on contracts and 
arrangements, dealing with Rockefel- 
ler’s right-hand men. 


The continuing state investigating 
commission has been trying to ascertain 
Rockefeller’s direct role in the dealings, 
but "arranging for a statement (for the 
state commission) from Mr. Rockefeller 
has been a delicate thing because he is 
now a national executive,” as the com- 
mission’s chairman so delicately put it. 
Maryland state officials had a similar 
problem with a previous Republican 
Vice President. 

The beneficial fall-out from this partic- 
ular state scandal has been to focus na- 
tional attention on a national problem. 
As a result, a wave, of corrective bills 
has been introduced in both the House 
and Senate intended to improve the qual- 
ity of medical and nursing home care for 
the aged — and close loopholes in nurs- 
ing home ownership disclosure require- 
ments. 

The other fiscal scandal, and much 
more important to New York and the Na- 
tion in assessing the fiscal integrity 
Rockefeller brings to his new national 
domestic planning job, involves the sud- 
den default of $100 million of short-term 
debt by the Rockefeller-created public 
housing agency called the Urban Devel- 
opment Corporation, which in turn has 
cast extreme doubt on the additional 
$1.1 billion in bonds the UDC has 
floated over the past seven years. 

Rockefeller was not only closely identi- 
fied with UDC, he conceived it, it was 
his personal baby — when New York 
State voters otherwise refused' to go 
along with his spending, which had al- 
ready put the state in the highest tax 
brackets in the country. 

In 1961, Rockefeller was rebuffed — 
and not used to being rebuffed — got to- 
gether with a noted Wall Street bond 
lawyer to figure out a way to circumvent 
the legal requirements for a public bond 
referendum to OK his expensive and am- 
bitious series of public works. The law- 
yer was John Mitchell, who was yet to 
achieve Watergate fame. 

The two of them came up with an "un- 
guaranteed” state bond — a new type of 
New York bond — that was not backed 
by the state’s "full faith and credit,” a 
binding legal commitment, but only by 
the state’s so-called "moral obligation” 
to pay it off if something went wrong. 
The need for the voters’ OK was thus 
eliminated. Subsequently, 20 other 
states, figuring what’s good enough for 
the Rockefellers and New York in get- 
ting around taxpayer approval must be 
good enough for them, issued similar un- 




backed securities worth an estimated 
$7.5 billion. 

With the multi-millions assured from 
the new-type bond (Rockefeller had no 
trouble getting Brother David of Chase 
Manhattan and five other investment 
banks to peddle it to the investing pub- 
lic), he hired one of his long string of sub- 
sidized officials to run it — gifting him 
with a $31,389 gratuity and $145,000 
loan out of his $2-million kitty for that 
purpose. 

Under the jerry-built structure, he 
ran it badly, and was thrown out of that 
job when the new Democratic Governor 
took over the crisis in January: Of 
UDC’s 189 separate commercial and resi- 
dential projects, only 70 have been com- 
pleted, and only four of these are profita- 
ble. 

The fall-out from this "crisis of confi- 
dence,” however, continues profitable 
for the banks: what Brother Nelson has 
sown, Brother David is reaping, but it’s 
all Catch-22 to the taxpayers. 

The City of New York — like most — 
is having to borrow money in these reces- 
sionary times to fund necessary munici- 
pal services. The city borrows money 
through the sale of notes and bonds, 
usually to major banks acting as under- 
writers. The banks then re-sell the is- 
sues to investors at a profit. 

The $100-million boo-boo of Rocke- 
feller-conceived UDC bonds has "so dis- 
turbed” the banks and the money-mar- 
ket generally that they feel compelled to 
raise the interest rates on related city 
borrowings. New York City’s latest $537- 


million borrowing from the banks pro- 
duced an interest rate of 8.69 per cent, 
which will cost the New York taxpayers 
$44.5 million over the next year. 

New Yorkers are waiting to see 
whether Nelson Rockefeller can run the 
domestic fiscal affairs of the Nation as 
well as he ran New York’s. 

BIRDS OF A FEATHER . . .ETC. Ex- 
President Nixon took his first real social 
evening out last month since The Par- 
don when he attended an 11-couple 
party thrown at the 220-acre Palm 
Springs estate of Walter Annenberg, his 
former Ambassador to Great Britain. 

The occasion and the guest list, which 
included Ronald Reagan, Bob Hope, a 
couple of industrialists from Standard 
Oil and Firestone, along with Nixon 
standbys Rose Mary Woods and Ron 
Ziegler, were rife with historical ironies 
which escaped the notice of the social 
pages. 

No one, while they plowed through 
the Iranian caviar, Russian vodka, Cha- 
teaubriand and Dom Perignon provided 
by the gracious Annenberg host and 
hostess, thought this party or their 
Party should be accused of harboring 
and pardoning unconvicted criminals. 
They empathized too well with the Head 
Guest for that. 

Host Annenberg, for one, was himself 
indicted in 1940 for — like among Nix- 
on’s many illegal acts — income tax eva- 
sion on the millions of dollars garnered 
from the family’s shady horse-racing 
wire which paralleled the syndicate’s 
own at the time. 


Like Nixon, he never served time, for, 
like Nixon, other men took the rap in 
prison — in this instance, Annenberg’s 
father, Moses, who agreed to pony up 
$9.5 million in back taxes and penalties 
and serve three years in the same Lewis- 
burg Federal Prison (where so many Wa- 
tergate figures were to serve later) if 
charges against his son Walter and four- 
teen other associates were dropped. The 
federal judge who sentenced Moses An- 
nenberg on June 6, 1940, was James H. 
Wilkerson, the man who had sent A1 Ca- 
pone to prison. 

Seated next to the host was another 
guest at the Nixon party, Frank Sinatra, 
whose long-time friendship with Joseph 
Fischetti, the cousin of A1 Capone, along 
with Willie Moretti, Lucky Luciano and 
a raft of other criminals, had earlier 
blacklisted him from continuing to hold 
Nevada casino interests valued at $3.5 
million. 

The Nevada Gaming Commission, in 
an often unsuccessful effort to make the 
best of a dirty business, has listed gang- 
sters they consider the worst in the na- 
tional crime syndicates, and has ordered 
all holding Nevada gaming interests not 
to associate with them in any way. 

In 1963, a particularly noted gangster 
took up house-guesting at Frank Sina- 
tra’s Cal-Neva Hotel and Casino on 
Lake Tahoe. Sinatra lost his gambling li- 
cense and 50% interest in the hotel over 
the matter. That gangster: the same 
Sam Giancana who helps the CIA take 
care of Cuban dictators. 

It was that kind of a Party at the An- 
nenbergs for the Nixons. 
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